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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of tinne may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a}. In no event, however, nnay a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-10, 13-20 and 26-27 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-6 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent 6,396,515 to Hetherington et al., in view of U.S. Patent 6,697,089 to Bryan. 

4. As to claim 1 , Hetherington discloses a method for booting an application program 
running over an operating system on a computer, wherein the application program and operating 
system support a plurality of editing languages, the method comprising the steps of booting the 
application program [col. 2, lines 42-45]; and setting a plurality of default language settings of 
the application program to be equal to a user interface language of the operating system [col. 2, 
lines 42-51]. Hetherington teaches basing the default language settings of the appUcation 
program based on a language property for the host data processing system [FIG. 2B, element 
214]. 

Hetherington teaches the limitations of the claim, including setting the language when the 
application program is executed, but does not specifically teach determining if it is the first boot 
of the application module in order to set the language. 
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Bryan teaches a computer system that allows users to use different user interface 
language options for their software [col. 2, lines 55-61]. Thus, Bryan teaches a coirputer system 
that supports different language options, similar to that of Hetherington. Bryan fiirther teaches 
determining if it is the first boot of the apphcation module in order to set the language [col. 4, 
lines 45-54]. 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to employ the configuration at the initial loading of the application 
program as taught by Bryan. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so 
that the software would be configured correctly for subsequent loadings of the application 
program. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
the cited references because they are both directed to the problem of configuring the user- 
interface language of an application program. Moreover, the configuration during the initial 
loading means taught by Bryan would improve the flexibility of Hetherington because it allowed 
the user to set grammar and semantic options in addition to a language option [col. 2, lines 55- 
61]. 

5. As to claims 2-6, Hetherington discloses the plurality of default language settings 
comprise an install language of the application program, a Web locale language of the 
application program, a help language of the application program and a user interface language of 
the application program [col. 3, lines 59-67, and col. 4, lines 1-8]. Hetherington teaches the 



Application/Control Number: 09/824,954 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2116 

language settings are applied to all user interface text and user-interface components, such as 
install dialog box language, help text, and the like. 

6. As to claim 26, Bryan teaches that the default language settings are set in response to any 
number of selection parameters at the time of first boot of the application [col. 4, lines 36-58], 
such as a registry key. 

7. Claims 7-10, 13-20 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 6,396,515 to Hetherington et al, in view of U.S. Patent 6,697,089 to Bryan, and 
in further view of U.S. Patent 6,014,616 to Kim, 

8. As to claims 7-10, Hetherington and Bryan teach the limitations of the claim, but do not 
teach enabling an editing language for the application program based on an IME. 

Kim teaches that the editing language for an application program may be set by an input 
locale, such as a keyboard, light pen, or the like [col. 4, lines 25-34], and determining an applied 
language while the application is running, and enabling the determined language therefrom [col. 
4, lines 47-52]. Kim also teaches that this setting occurs based on an IME, or the like [col 1, 
lines 38-47]. It would further be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that other detection of 
an enabled language, such as an operating system or script setting could also be used to set the 
editing language of the application [col. 4, lines 1-3], substantially as claimed. 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to employ the editing language enabling means as taught by Kim. One of 



Application/Control Number: 09/824,954 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2116 

ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so that the editing language for the 
application could be automatically set, in addition to the user interface language. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
the cited references because they are both directed to the problem of selecting the user language 
of an application from a plurality of available languages. Moreover, the editing language 
enabling means taught by Kim would improve the flexibility of Hetherington and Bryan because 
it allowed for a visual representation of the active editing language, in addition to the dynamic 
selection of said language based on an input locale. 

9. As to claim 13, Hetherington and Bryan teach a method for booting an apphcation 
program running over an operating system on a computer, wherein the application program and 
operating system support a plurality of editing languages, the method comprising the steps of 
booting the application program [col 2, lines 42-45]; and setting a plurality of default language 
settings of the application program to be equal to a user interface language of the operating 
system [col. 2, lines 42-51]. Kim teaches enabling at least one editing language for a plurality of 
keyboards, IMEs and AIMEs, input locales, or operating system settings installed on the 
computer [col. 4, lines 1-3, 25-34 and 47-52], substantially as claimed. 

10. As to claims 14-15, Kim discloses the input locale comprises softwai'e that allows text to 
be input [col. 1, lines 38-47], and that the input locale adjusts the properties of a keyboard, such 
as the layout, accordingly. 
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11. As to claim 16, Hetherington discloses the operating system script comprises a set of files 
that enable support in the operating system for that language [col. 3, lines 59-67]. 

12. As to claim 17, Kim discloses determining whether a language has been applied within 
the application program and, if so, then enabling an editing language associated with the applied 
language [col. 1, lines 38-47]. Kim teaches enabling the appropriate editing language for an 
application program based on the applied language settings. 

13. As to claim 18, Kim discloses the step of determining whether a language has been 
applied within the application program comprises determining whether a language associated 
with an insertion point within the application program is a language that has not been enabled 
[col. 4, lines 47-52]. Kim teaches determining the language for the application program when 
the user changes the language settings at an insertion point by selecting a new language from the 
keyboard. 

14. As to claim 19, Heatherington, Bryan and Kim teach all of the limitations of the claim. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adjust the value of 
a pluraHty of registry keys associated with the plurality of editing languages, because many 
operating system settings, such as enabled languages, are stored within the registry, substantially 
as claimed. 
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15. As to claim 20, Hetherington, Bryan and Kim teach the method for setting the language 
settings for an application program, substantially as claimed. Because Hetherington, Bryan and 
Kim teach the method, they teach a computer-readable medium comprising computer-readable 
instructions for performing the method. 

16. As to claim 27, Bryan teaches that the default language settings are set in response to any 
number of selection parameters at the time of first boot of the appUcation [col. 4, lines 36-58], 
such as a registry key. 

Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's arguments, see page 2, paragraph 3, filed June 3, 2005, with respect to claim 
1 have been fiiUy considered and are persuasive. The rejections of claims 1-10, 13-20 and 26-27 
have been withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3671. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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